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during the action in Stark's regiment, wrote an account
of it for "the Portfolio" of March 1818. In this he
declares that "during the action no officer but Colonel
" Stark gave any orders."

Lee's Memoirs of the W^r in the Southern Department,
published in 1812, state that in this battle the Americans
were commanded by Colonel Prescott. He does not even
mention Putnam's name.

The same assertion as to Colonel Prescott is made in
Tudor's Life of Otis published in 1823. On the other
hand, Mr. Frothingham, in noticing Gordon's History, of
which the Preface is dated in 1788, bids us observe:
" This is the first time Colonel Prescott appears, in print,
ce as the commander of the intrenching party."

With such irreconcileable differences among the best
American writers it seems scarcely just to blame an
English, one, who may incline to any among these various
opinions, or who (as in my own case) refrains from naming
any American officer as having had the chief command in
the battle of Bunker's Hill.

Nevertheless, there is no doubt, whatever may have
been Colonel Prescott's exact measure of authority, that
his conduct at the redoubt was in a high degree gallant
and praiseworthy. He was the grandfather of Mr. William
Prescott, the excellent historian of Ferdinand and Isa-
bella, of Cortez, and of Pizarro, a gentleman whose high
abilities and most agreeable manners were well appreciated
and will long be remembered in England. We learn from
the Frothingham volume (p. 168.) that Mr. William
Prescott descends, on the mother's side, from Captain
Linzee, an officer engaged with the British on the day of
Bunker's Hill; and the swords borne by both these brave
men on opposite sides in the same conflict "are now
" crossed on the walls of the fine library of the historian."
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